treaty with Germany. The American delegation submitted
a proposal to this effect already in April, 1946, at the
Paris meeting. But at that time, attention was diverted to
the preparation of other peace treaties, which made it im-
possible to proceed to the peace treaty with Germany. But
now the situation is different. Now that the peace treaties
with Italy, Bulgaria, Rumania, Hungary and Finland have
not only been signed but have entered into force, it is to
be considered that the time has come to tackle the peace
treaty with Germany. Nevertheless, it is the U.S.A. that is
all present offering the most stubborn resistance to this.
The attitude of the U.S.A. has changed, and now, in con-
tradistinction to last year, the Government of the U.S.A.
is no longer anxious to accelerate the settlement of this
problem. The London conference showed that Great Britain
and France are follpwing the same course.
The representatives of the U.S.A., Great Britain and
France did not regard the problem of the peace settlement
for Germany as one of actual moment for the London
meeting. They sought either completely to remove it from
the agenda or to postpone it and class it with other second-
ary matters. From the totality of this problem they arti-
ficially singled out the question of Germany's frontiers. This
was not dictated by businesslike motives, but was a sort of
playing on the Germans' neerves. Naturally, this issue can be
settled only in the course of examination of the whole prob-
lem of the peace settlement for Germany, wliich, however,
our partners did not want to do. Besides, in one of its pre-
vious decisions, the Council of Foreign Ministers had al-
ready deemed it necessary to set up a special committee
fori frontier affairs, along with other special committees
for preparing the peace treaty with Germany.
It is now being alleged that the discussion- on the prep-
aration of the German peace treaty at the London session
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